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Memory Within a University Landscape
Laura J. Galke, George Washington Foundation
Bernard K. Means, Virginia Commonwealth University
INTRODUCTION
Anthropologists have long recognized that significant aspects of enculturation and how people define their place in the world rest on the
interaction between individuals and their constructed landscapes.
People learn their place in society—and the places of others—from
elements of the built environment and from the world of objects that
surrounds them (Bourdieu 1977; Rapoport 1990). Essentially, individuals and groups base actions on how they interact with inhabited space, with the objects in that space, and with each other within
that space (Blanton 1994, 19). Spatial structure “reinforces to some
degree a customary pattern of interaction among its occupants and
this instills and reinforces a cognitive model” of the social order
(Blanton 1994, 19). In addition, dominant groups—economic, social,
political—may deliberately create or destroy elements of a constructed
landscape in order to provide an ideological justification for their
privileged positions (Shackel 2008).
Washington and Lee University is a modern institution that
traces its history back to a small, mid-eighteenth-century academy.
Memories created from this extensive history have shaped the contemporary university landscape in ways that have both reflected and
influenced ideology through time. Choices made regarding what
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pasts are commemorated and what pasts are de-emphasized or excluded are part of the process of creating heritage. Using historical
documents, archaeological discoveries, and the university’s cultural
landscape, this paper illustrates how the contemporary Washington
and Lee University campus communicates, commemorates, and
illustrates its past to the community. Archaeological excavations
performed on the eighteenth- and nineteenth-century Washington
and Lee University campuses, respectively, have provided students
with the opportunity to evaluate popular histories of their school
(Galke 2005a,b, 2006a,b,c, 2007; Greco 2007; Jackson 2006, 2007a,b,c;
McDaniel et al. 1994).
ARCHAEOLOGY AND MEMORY
Groups and individual persons pursue different strategies to manipulate, modify, and even create memories of past events and use
these memories to justify the social order of which they are a part.
These historical memories may glamorize or sanitize an individual,
group, or event (Shackel 2008, 10). Official public memories of places
are designed to glamorize the past of dominant social groups, often
at the expense of subaltern groups. Shackel asserts that “understanding how and why some groups tend to remember a particular past,
while others forget or ignore a past, is an important issue for critically evaluating and understanding the development and meaning
of the past” (2008, 10). Archaeological efforts can be brought to bear
on the study of official public memories because these memories are
often directly tied to tangible features on the landscape, including
statues, cemeteries, and buildings. Usually invisible features of the
landscape, such as buried archaeological deposits, can bear witness
to a dominant group’s efforts to sanitize historical memories associated with events that challenge official orthodoxy, have associations
with subaltern groups, or both.
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One major strategy for generating historical memories in the
present is to create an exclusionary past that is more about forgetting
persons or events than remembering something specific about the
past. This is evident in cases related to race and genocide (Shackel
2008, 10). For example, the African American town of Rosewood,
Florida, was destroyed in an orgy of racial violence in 1923 (Davidson
and González-Tennant 2008). “Archaeology is seen as a way to commemorate and remember the place and event, while the white community is thwarting any efforts to study and remember the place”
(Shackel 2008, 11). Another example is provided by archaeological
excavations at the Alamo. These excavations recovered materials
from the infamous 1836 battle, and in addition they have revealed a
rich record reflecting the eighteenth-century Spanish mission period
of the Alamo. Today, over half of the population of San Antonio is
of Latino descent, and they are eager to have a more positive role in
the presented history of the Alamo. This shift in emphasis is being
resisted by some, including the Daughters of the Republic of Texas,
who risk losing their preeminent status in a more inclusive interpretive environment (Flores 2002; Thomas 2002, 135).
Another strategy for generating historical memories is to commemorate a patriotic figure or event, often supported with sanctioned observations (Shackel 2008, 11). The Lost Cause of the Confederacy is celebrated throughout the South (Wilson 1980), and
several prominent historical figures are honored in Lexington, Virginia, where Washington and Lee University is located. Every January on the Friday before the observance of Martin Luther King Jr.
Day, Lee-Jackson Day celebrates two prominent figures associated
with the Lost Cause. A parade begins at Stonewall Jackson’s grave in
his eponymous cemetery and proceeds down Main Street to Robert
E. Lee’s resting place in the aptly named Lee Chapel, located on the
campus of Washington and Lee. Men and boys in grey Confederate
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uniforms and women in hoop skirts participate in this parade and
use these two locations to reinforce a popular collective memory of a
romanticized past. We will return to the topic of Lee Chapel shortly.
Historical memories can also be generated through an emphasis on
heritage, “whereby current social and political circumstances are
seen to have a long tradition… Heritage connotes integrity, authenticity, venerability, and stability” (Shackel 2008, 11).
WASHINGTON AND LEE UNIVERSITY: A BRIEF
INTRODUCTION
Here, we want to take a moment and talk specifically about Washington and Lee University, before we consider how the constructed
landscape of the campus—and its buried archaeological resources—
are used to create and accord legitimacy to established narratives.
Archaeology can play a significant role in stimulating critical consideration of these popular historical memories. Washington and
Lee University is a small, private liberal arts institution located in
Lexington, Virginia, one which takes great pride in its history and
traditions. The school traces its roots back to an academy that was
established in 1749. It possesses a number of historical buildings that
are listed on the National Register. The National Register of Historic
Places lists physical locations of national significance throughout the
United States based upon four criteria. The list includes sites:
A. That are associated with events that have made a
significant contribution to the broad patterns of our
history; or
B. That are associated with the lives of persons significant in our past; or
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C. That embody the distinctive characteristics of
a type, period, or method of construction, or that
represent the work of a master, or that possess high
artistic values, or that represent a significant and
distinguishable entity whose components may lack
individual distinction; or
D. That have yielded or may be likely to yield, information important in prehistory or history (National
Park Service 2008).
Individual buildings on the campus that are listed on the Register include the remains of the late eighteenth-century Washington Academy academic building, Lee Chapel, and Washington Hall, among
others (Galke 2007). The standing ruins of the Academy structure,
built in 1793, are known to the campus community as “The Ruins”
and remain preserved as part of the modern campus. The Ruins
form a backdrop to many campus events and activities. This small,
private university has recently taken formal steps to expand the
preservation of its historic campus landscape and architectural treasures, including the creation of a campus preservation plan (Carras
and Gilliam 2004). In addition, a decades-long archaeology program
at Washington and Lee University has investigated portions of its
eighteenth-century campus and its nineteenth-century dormitories,
which survive archaeologically (Galke 2005a,b, 2006c, 2007; Jackson
2007a,b,c).
HISTORICAL FIGURES AND THE MAKING OF THE
UNIVERSITY
Not surprisingly, a significant component of the popular historical memory of Washington and Lee University revolves around the
school’s two namesakes (Jackson 2007a,b,c). George Washington’s
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name first became attached to the university at the close of the eighteenth century, thanks to his gift of James River canal stock. Washington’s donation proved critical to the survival of this school, which
was teetering on the brink of insolvency in the years surrounding the
American Revolution (Crenshaw 1969). Every Washington and Lee
University student today has this event integrated into their memory
of the University because they learn as freshmen that a portion of
their own tuition is paid for through Washington’s bequest (Scott
1997). In addition to Washington’s name displayed throughout the
university, including on merchandise, a statue of Washington graces
the top of the central building of the Colonnade (discussed below)
that was re-named in Washington’s honor.
While Washington’s statue atop Washington Hall forms a visible
anchor for the creation of sanctioned historical memories, George
Washington’s presence is overshadowed by that of Robert E. Lee on
the constructed landscape of the campus. Robert E. Lee was president of Washington College for five years following the American
Civil War. His name was appended to that of Washington to form
the school’s current name upon Lee’s death in 1870 (Crenshaw 1969).
Lee’s connection to Washington and Lee University was obviously
more immediate than Washington’s was. He left behind many tangible features on the main campus landscape that assist in creating
historical memories of his presence on the campus. Lee lived in the
president’s house, now named for him; and the University’s Chapel,
built at his urging, is also named after Lee. The Chapel is a central
component of today’s campus landscape, facing the University’s hallowed Colonnade. Enhancing the generation of historical memory
focused on Lee is the fact that Lee and his family are interred together
in a crypt constructed on the back of Lee Chapel. Members of Lee’s
family, including his father, Revolutionary war hero Henry “Light
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Horse Harry” Lee, were disinterred from their original resting places
and moved to the Lee family crypt.
Lee Chapel also houses a museum in its basement offering an
exhibition of Lee’s office, ostensibly as he left it upon his death (although surviving photographs indicate that it was straightened up
a bit post mortem). The Chapel’s recently launched exhibition acknowledges this fact. Lee’s horse Traveller has a privileged burial site
just outside the Lee family crypt, as well as a brochure and a student
bus service named in his honor.
William Graham is a recognized historical figure on the campus as well, though in a much more subdued fashion. Graham was
rector of the institution in the eighteenth century and was actually
responsible for moving the school to the outskirts of Lexington in
1780 (McDaniel et al. 1994, 39). Yet Graham’s eighteenth-century
contributions to Washington and Lee University are literally buried
in the shadow of Lee Chapel. Here, William Graham’s remains rest
in a less prominent place than the remains of Lee’s horse—despite
the extreme efforts the University exerted to have Graham’s remains
disinterred from his original burial site in Richmond and moved to
their current location.
It is difficult to find a historical memory of Washington and Lee
University that does not involve Lee. Lee eclipses Washington in the
formation of historical memories on campus, sometimes in subtle
ways. The Morris House is used for guests of the University like
alumni and members of the Board, and it has rooms named after
Lee and Washington. Washington’s room is modest and contains
small portraits of the country’s first President. The Lee suite contains
two, substantially nicer, rooms, one of which contains a life-sized
image of the former Confederate general. In a recent class on historical archaeology taught by the senior author, in which students
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were introduced to the ideas of critical archaeology and the suppression of subaltern groups in popular history, one group who created a
presentation on the racial dimensions of historical commemoration
on campus nevertheless ended that presentation with a picture of
Lee and Traveller, with the former resplendent in his Confederate
uniform.
THE WASHINGTON AND LEE UNIVERSITY COLONNADE
AND THE MODERN CAMPUS IDENTITY
Several aspects of campus history are not highlighted by the school
today, and therefore are not part of the historical memory that is
commemorated by the community through their interaction with
the constructed landscape and, significantly, its virtual extension
on the Internet. The historic Colonnade represents the core of the
Washington and Lee University campus today. Beginning in 2004,
the University used a J. Paul Getty Trust Campus Heritage Grant
to create a comprehensive Historic Preservation Master Plan. The
grant also funded the development and implementation of courses
designed to provide students with practical experience in heritage
management using the campus history and cultural resources (Carras and Gilliam 2004, 7-8, 25).
Most of the Colonnade buildings lack modern conveniences such
as central air conditioning, fire alarm systems, handicapped access,
and elevators (Carras and Gilliam 2004, 3). As a result of substantial
interior alterations to all of these structures during the mid-1930s
(Carras and Gilliam 2004, 3), the interiors of these impressive structures possess no integrity related to their original, nineteenth-century construction (John Milner Associates, Inc. 2005, 5-2). The absence
of historic integrity is considered unimportant in terms of creating
historical memories today. More important is that the exterior of the
Colonnade buildings appear to represent an integrated entity.
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The Colonnade certainly has an imposing physical presence, given its prominent location on a ridge overlooking the surrounding
town. The Colonnade’s stately appearance projects to the University
and its extended community an historical memory that includes a
heritage focused on the education of young minds, overwhelmingly
white and male until the mid-twentieth century. However, the Colonnade is actually a culmination of a dynamic architectural history.
The two structures that were originally built by the then College on
this ridge in 1804 are long gone, but all of the buildings that exist
on the Colonnade today are positioned relative to these demolished
structures. In 1824, Washington Hall was the third building constructed by the College on this ridge; popular histories privilege this
structure, and most people believe that it is the Colonnade’s first
structure, when it is simply the oldest extant building.
The remainder of the nineteenth century and the first part of the
twentieth century saw a number of Colonnade buildings demolished, new ones built in their places, and the replacement of a building that was destroyed by fire. Architectural flourishes that provide
the Colonnade with its uniform appearance and sense of historic
precedence—notably, the columns—were added to some buildings
long after they were built. Other visual cues that enhance the integrity and uniformity of the Colonnade are relatively recent; faculty
members in the history department recall the diversity in brick hues
that reflected the Colonnade’s construction history. The generous
application of unifying brick-red paint in the mid-twentieth century,
however, camouflages the visible historical evidence of change. This
illusion of a static history recently prompted some in the campus
community to question the need for archaeology in this venerated
space.
Thus, the Colonnade projects antiquity, authority, and authentic
heritage for the University, which is integrated in efforts to create an
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official historical memory. What this official historical memory does
not reflect, in addition to the Colonnade’s dynamic architectural history, is that a major source of funds used to support a particularly active building episode in the 1840s was the sale of enslaved Americans
(Jackson 2007b). In fact, unlike the efforts of UNC Chapel Hill (Ballinger et al. 2008), which has recognized that enslaved Americans
contributed to their institution and helped to build its structures,
Washington and Lee University has been reluctant to acknowledge
its ownership and sale of enslaved Americans. Rather, in an attempt
to counter a virtually monolithic historical memory focused on Robert E. Lee, the University has begun to highlight the achievements
of John Chavis, a free African American who attended Washington
Hall Academy at the close of the eighteenth century (Jackson 2007b).
While this effort is indeed laudable, John Chavis was atypical of the
African American experience at this institution: no other student of
African descent would be admitted to Washington and Lee University until over 160 years later. In addition, there is no commemoration of Chavis at the site of the late-eighteenth-century Washington
Academy Ruins, where he attended classes. However, there is signage
at the Ruins recognizing the contributions of a recent member of the
coaching staff.
There is no clear motivation to create an historical memory that
highlights the entire Black American heritage at Washington and
Lee University. This is partly because the local African American
community is numerically small and politically marginalized relative to the town’s white population. Furthermore, Washington and
Lee University’s student body, although slowly becoming more diversified—diversification is a major emphasis of the current University administration—is predominantly still white and southern.
Another aspect of historical memory that can be examined at
Washington and Lee University is evolving ideas concerning student
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and faculty responsibilities at Washington Academy between the
years 1793-1891. A clear transition from a cloistered eighteenth-century academy to a more modern student body is evident in the constructed landscape, architecture, and artifacts recovered from the
eighteenth- and nineteenth-century campuses. Nineteenth-century
students rejected the traditional seclusion, thorough scheduling, and
conspicuous surveillance that characterized the eighteenth-century
academy. Students came to expect increased privacy and expanded
interaction with the nearby townspeople, even as the College experimented with more subtle methods of supervision (Galke 2005a,b,
2006c).
ARCHAEOLOGICAL EXCAVATIONS AT WASHINGTON AND
LEE
Situated on the northern portion of the main campus today, the Ruins are the most visible evidence of the historic Washington Academy campus, precursor to today’s Washington and Lee University.
The eighteenth-century campus was located outside the town limits
of Lexington in a deliberate attempt to preserve a secluded academic
community focused on study and prayer. Between 1974 and 1979, the
Department of Sociology and Anthropology conducted extensive
archaeological investigations on this northern portion of the contemporary campus (McDaniel et al. 1994). Student excavations recovered several categories of artifacts that indicated that the school’s
official rules were breached despite the academy’s secluded location
(McDaniel et al. 1994, 141-142). The results from these investigations
are regularly featured in the curriculum as a case study in archaeology for “Introduction to Anthropology” courses, enabling students
to develop an expanded historical memory of their campus history.
After fire destroyed the stone academy building in 1803, the institution reluctantly acquiesced to community pressure to move within
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the town limits. Once in the city limits, Washington Academy built
Union Hall and Graham Hall, structures which shared the aesthetics
and functionality of the eighteenth-century academy building, serving both as classroom space and as student living quarters. However,
unlike the eighteenth-century academy building, the administration
situated the student quarters on the first floor rather than the upper
floors, ensuring that faculty might better observe student behavior
outside the classroom. Rules published in 1839 allowed faculty to enter student rooms at any time of the day or night. Both Union Hall
and Graham Hall were demolished in 1835 and each was replaced
by a single-story brick dormitory. These dormitories were designed
to facilitate scrutiny and control over students. No windows were
allowed on the front façade, which faced the town. There were neither connecting doorways nor hallways in the interior. In the next
six years, faculty housing was built adjacent to the dormitory, explicitly to facilitate surveillance of students. Any question over how
the students felt about these dormitories is evident in their monikers
for these structures: they were colloquially referred to as “Hell” and
“Purgatory” (Galke 2005a,b, 2006b,c).
Distinct differences in the nature of artifacts recovered from
the eighteenth-century “outside town limits” campus and the nineteenth-century “in-town” campus reflect a dramatic change in student activities. The eighteenth-century campus, excavated during
the 1970s, contained marbles, smoking pipes, and evidence of games
that used dominoes and dice. In stark contrast, recent excavations
on the 19th-century campus found absolutely no evidence for any of
these activities (Galke 2005b, 2006c). Either increased scrutiny prevented students from engaging in them, or the proximity of town
provided a crucial alternative for these recreational behaviors. In
addition, the recovery of a pointer, possibly used for physical pun-
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ishment, suggests physical discipline may have been a part of this
antebellum environment.
Multiple lines of evidence demonstrate that Washington Academy used the built environment to help monitor student behavior.
Contrary to the institution’s serious concerns about the effect that
moving the school within the town limits would have upon student
behavior, the nineteenth-century campus assemblage reflected fewer
extra-curricular activities. The apparent absence of recreational artifacts seems to be the result of a constructed landscape that promoted
the surveillance of students and, by the proximity of the town itself,
served as an alternative venue for forbidden or discouraged activities.
The recent excavations on the nineteenth-century campus were
located on the University’s Colonnade. Visitors were frequent and
included students, faculty, staff, and alumni. During the course of
the investigation, we engaged the public in the creation of historic
memories through signage, a site brochure, and a webpage, designed
by Bernard K. Means, that is currently linked to the department’s
webpage. Prospective students and their parents dropped by, or
viewed the site as part of formal campus tours. In addition, visitors
from the general public were also welcome recipients of our interpretations and investigations. The site was located within an easy
walk of the nearby town and campus attractions such as Lee Chapel, where the Lee family remains at rest. Interaction with the public
was unavoidable, and the signage and brochures made contacts with
them easier and more informative.
Because this particular site yielded material culture related to the
students who attended this institution throughout the nineteenth
century, field school students—all attending Washington and Lee
University—were easily engaged in the project’s discoveries. Historic
issues regarding student behavior, obtrusive faculty surveillance,
and the relationship between the campus and local community were
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significant issues in the past and continue to influence Washington
and Lee University students and the surrounding community today.
Because students were investigating the lives of their predecessors,
the history of their own university, and issues that had historical
precedents, their interest in the work seemed especially enthusiastic. Students had little difficulty relating how the data that they were
collecting related to their lives today, and how the material culture
reflected issues that had been part of the relationship between university administration and students for generations at our institution. Students made the connection between the artifacts that they
were finding and the contemporary society of which they are members. We provided students with the opportunity to critically evaluate popular campus histories. Students participated in the creation
of their own revised historical memories that expanded on the more
sanitized official version presented by the industry on campus tours
and on the school’s webpage.
CONCLUSIONS
One insidious influence of the cultural landscape is that it appears
timeless. Therein exists its authority and, for some, its potential for
manipulation. Yet the stories that we promote using this landscape
are dynamic. Through awareness of the heritage-making process
and its uses, we can recognize the ideology behind popular histories
and expand our current commemorations of the past to be more inclusive, more complex, and richer.
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